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the sites. This means that the user can adjust the weighting according to the importance of a 

given metric for the purposes of the specific ranking exercise that is being undertaken. 

Results of Preliminary Site Rankin g Exercise 
Using the approach describe above, the housing opportunity sites that receive the best scores, 

and which are subsequently ranked highest, are primarily located in the North Auburn area 

and along the North Shore of Lake Tahoe. Selected sites in North Auburn are ranked well due 

to their large size, ability to aggregate sites, access to utilities, and proximity to jobs and 

residential amenities. A collection of sites located along the North Shore of Lake Tahoe also 

rank relatively well compared to elsewhere in Placer County largely due to their proximity to 

transit and location within a designated Difficult to Develop Area (a designation for low-income 

housing tax credit allocations that favors certain areas). Also, based on BAE's preliminary 

weighting, sites located in areas designated as UT own Centers" by the Tahoe Regional 

Planning Agency receive extra points, as these sites would be the most attractive housing 

opportunities within the regulatory scheme that applies in the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

Overview of Jurisdict ional Comparison Report 
Many jurisdictions, including Placer County, are working to address the housing crisis by 

developing comprehensive strategies to be consistent with the new State legislation and to 

facilitate housing development. As part of this process, Placer County has prepared a 

Jurisdictional Comparison Report to provide an overview and analysis of housing related best 

practices. The analysis includes a comparison of best practice policies, regul_ations and 

programs of jurisdictions throughout California and beyond, illustrating the different ways in 

which these jurisdictions are adapting best practice strategies to meet their individual needs. 

Specifically, these best practices include jurisdictions with unique or exemplary strategies for 

the provision of housing. Based on the overall jurisdictional comparison research, the following 

best practices were established and sorted into five categories in the report. 

1. Policies and Plans 

• Village Strategy 

• Minimum Densities and Mixed Use Designations 
2. Regulatory Relief 

• By-Right Review Development 

• Density Bonus Programs 

• Other Incentive Programs 

• lnclusionary Housing Programs 

• Zoning and Development Standards (General) 

• Accessory Dwelling Units 

3. Streamlining 

• Administrative Process Streamlining 

• Specific Plans 

• CEQA Streamlining 
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4. Preservation and Protection 

• Inventory and Tracking Policies and Practices 

• Condominium Conversion Ordinance 

• Mobile Home Park Ordinance 

• SRO Ordinance 

• One to One Replacement Strategy 

5. Local Funding Strategies 

• Affordable Housing Impact Fee 

• Fee Reduction/ Waiver/ Deferral 

The Jurisdictional Comparison Report includes a write up of each of the best practices and 

how they are applied in each of the comparison jurisdictions, as well discussion about what is 
currently being done in Placer County. 

Overview of Recommendations Report 
The Recommendation Report takes a more in depth look at the County's current policies, 

ordinances, design standards and development review processes, and specifically identifies 

recommendations for revisions to facilitate housing development. Implementation of some of 

the recommendations will also better position the County for funding in order to further 

facilitate housing development in unincorporated Placer County. The report also provides 

recommendations regarding defined programs and actions to achieve the County's housing 

objectives. As part of the Recommendation Report, the following six categories were included, 
with a series of recommendations for each category: 

1. Policy and Planning - Recommendations are focused on policy and planning 

strategies that will establish the appropriate framework to address and facilitate 

housing in Placer County. This is primarily focused on policy tools (i.e. , General 

Plan and Community Plans), but also includes certain zoning strategies that are 

closely tied to the policy level recommendations. 

2. Regulatory Relief - Recommendations include zoning and other regulatory relief 

strategies that will help ease existing regulatory barriers including development 

standards that may be too restrictive to accommodate the full range of housing. 

This grouping of recommendations is primarily focused on expanding or 

modifying certain programs to incentivize housing development in Placer County. 

3. Housing Production and Supply - Recommendations include programs that will 

increase the supply and production of hot1sing in the County, specifically 

expanding inclusionary housing and accessory dwelling unit programs. 

4. Streamlined Processing - Recommendations target improving the County's 

administrative processes to reduce delays in project approval, and ultimately 

help reduce the cost to develop housing in the County. 

5. Preservation and Protection - Recommendations suggest changes to the 

County's current processes including developing more effective methods to 
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track existing affordable housing in order to be better prepared to preserve and 

protect that housing. This section also includes recommendations for additional 

housing policies to expand the County's affordable housing preservation 
strategies. 

6. Local Funding - Recommendations are focused on local funding strategies 

needed to support affordable housing development. 

Overall, the recommendations process was informed by stakeholder and public input gathered 

throughout t he Housing Strategy and Development Plan process, an Existing Conditions and 

Land Supply Assessment, and from best practices ident ified in the Jurisdictional Comparison 
Report. 
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